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STATE ROUTE 32

TRANSPORTATION CONCEPT:

TRANSPORTATION CONCEPT SUMMARY

The transportation concept for the nine segments of State Route 32 in District 3 is
summarized in the table below:

Lane in each direction.
Alignment Study recommends a bypass north of Chico in the vicinity of State Route 32/Muir
Road to Eaton Road (State Route 99).

e Couplet Streets:

directions, that are 2, 3, or 4 lanes wide).

(Two, one way city streets,

decline by the end of the 20-year planning period
* * * Bayond the 20-year planning period, several signalized intersections along the two-way couplets
witl experience operational problems and periods of LOS F. Expansion of this facility along this
segment would require the.removal of on-street parking and possibly trees along the facility.
Ultimate improvements will depend on future actions taken by local decisionmakers.

CONCEPT RATI

ALE:

a block apart,

Figure 1
State Route 32 Transportation Concept Summary Table
¥
20-Year Ultimate
Segment/ Post Post Current; LOS W/O: Concept: Current : Concept:Transportatiorn
County Km Miles LOS Improve- LOS Facility i Facility Corridor
1994 ments 2015 1986 2015 2015-2045
Glenn 1 0.0M1.6:0.0M1.0 D E E 4/2C 4/2C 5C
Glenn 2 1.6/15.4 §1.0/9.6 c D D 2C 2c 2¢
| Glenn 3 15.4/17.61 9.6/10.9 D E D 2C ac 5C
 Bulte 4 0.0/8.1 : 0. 0/5.0 D E 8] 22 ac 5C
Butte 5 8.1/ 13.56 : 5 (/8.4 B c D 2C [N ol Yo kil
Buite 6 13,5/14.31 8 4/8.9 G E E 40 4G 4C
Butte 7A 14.3/17.85 8.9/10.7 G E E 203G\ ie(achy 2{3C)r"
Butte 7B 14.3/17.8: 8 9/10.7 B E E RlAL rx i 2(2C) x> 2lagyr
Butte 8 17.8/20.61 10.7/12.4 D F E o0 &C 60
{Buite 9 20.6/62.7: 12.4/37.8 B C D 2C =¥, 2C
o A staged four-iane conventtonal highway with a continuous left-turn lane and a Class Il Bicycle

{In 1994 BCAG RTIP).The City of Chico's Highway 32/Eaton Road

with traffic flow in opposite
Some intersections along these segment will begin to

State Route 32 from I-5 to Yosemite Drive east of Chico carries relatively high truck traffic and is a

major access route for trucks and Chico urban residents onto the freeway system (I-5).

State

Route 32 also serves local traffic in the rapidly growing urbanized area of Chico where trafﬁc is
expected to more than double by the year 2010.

The concept for the rural segments of State Route 32 outside Orland and Chico is Level of Service
(LOS) D. The rationale for LOS D is based on the rural character and low volume of traffic
consisting mainly of local and recreational trips. In Orland and in Chico west of Eighth Street, the
In fact, with traffic
increasing with the area’s expanding population and economy, it may be difficult to maintain even
that LOS. A concept LOS of E will not preclude cost effective and necessary improvements from
being implemented.

concept LOS is E due to the urban arterial characteristics of the route.
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- TRANSPORTATION CON‘CEPT REPORT
Introduction
BACKGROUND:

The Transportation Concept Report (TCR) is a Caltrans long-term
planning document that evaluates the conditions of a given state
transportation corridor, and establishes a twenty year planning concept.’
In addition to the 20-year, the TCR also looks at the ultimate
transportation concept which estimates the corridor needs beyond the
twenty year planning period. Forecasting beyond a twenty year period
is difficult for several reasons, i.e., accepted analytical methodologies are
tied to a 20-year period. Therefore, any concept identified for the
“Ultimate” period, must be considered somewhat speculative and should
be used cautiously.

As part of route concept development, the TCR documents the planning
strategies of the long range plans identified by the Regional
Transportation Planning Agencies and Metropolitan Transportation
Organizations within a given state highway route corridor. As state
highway routes often pass through several regional pianning agency
jurisdictions, the TCR assimilates the regional strategies and consolidates
these strategies into one corridor specific document. '

FORMAT:

The format for the TCR has changed from its previous fully narrative
report format to a more concise database oriented format. This new
format was designed to streamline information and to better provide a
usabie, up-to-date platform allowing for easy computerized access of
Caltrans District 3 System Planning information. When completed, the
Fact Sheet database will be made available to our transportation
planning partners via the internet.

Included in this format is the California Natural Diversities Database
(CNDDBS) information which identifies the status of habitats and species
found within 300 meters of centerline of the existing highway facility. This
CNDDBS information _does_not represent all environmental constraints
within a given corridor. A complete assessment of environmental
constraints can only be determined through a detailed environmental
study, such as an Environmental Impact Report or Study.




STATE ROUTE 32
SEGMENT FACT SHEET

Segment. GLE 1
i-5 To County Road "M"

PKm Ahead 0 0 PKm Bnek 1 6
Ahead PM: 0.00 Back PM: 1.0
: Kllometers 1 61fmlea

Transportatlon Concept

>Preseﬂt 4-Lane Conventional
Facillly Hi

3 2-Lane conventional
; remainder of segment

ghway from I-5 to Walker,

: Route Concapt: Improvements
i
ijafety and operational improvements along

Los D with maintenance and rehabilitation will ocour
5 ............................... as needed.

= Concept 4-Lane Conventional . .
,,.-,ci,,w Highway from I-5 to Buppont local agency decisions regarding the

Walker, 2-Lane

realignment of State Route 32 to eliminate the

conventional remainder of WO right angle turns at the signalized offset HAR
gf;;‘fm segment ;’_imersections of 6th and Walker(SR 32) Strosts. i
e E.. c e oo s
Eulllmale 5C: Four-lane i i "' N ,
fFacllltv conventional facility with | on Coursty Fairound :

continuous Ieft turn {ane.

he first port|0n of lhls segment is a four—lane convennenal highway between the
unction of 1-6/32 Interchange and 6th and Walker Streels(State Route 32), The
emaining portion of the sagment (about three quarters of the total length) to

{ Strests, as well as at the Southern Pacific Railroad crossing.

gThe City of Orand has identified traffic operational deficiencies due to the offsst :

i infersections on State Route 32 | i.e., Newville Road at 6th Street, and Walke
;Street {SR 32) at 6th Street. Large 8 to 16 wheel trailer trucks find the turns at
;these intersections difficult to negotiate resulting in operational problems.

i Traffic on this segment is not projected to fall below the Goncept LOS E before the ||
iyear 2015 and no capacity imprevements are necessary to achieve the routs i}

concept.
lignment to replace the offset alignment noted above.

{The realignment of State Route 32 in the portion of Segment 1 was given first

{priority in the Gienn County Transportation Commission's (GCTC) 1994 Regional

! Transportation !mprovement Program (RTIP).

e e R e e T T T L T T oY) houlders: 0.0m
Traffic Forecasts
1985 9,900 $00 0.37 D CMP LOS Standard N /A
2005 10,700 970 0.40 D Butte County e
2015 11,500 1,040 0.43 D Gen Plan Standard ']

County GLE Route 322 Segment 1

i County Road M is a two-lane conventional highway paved curb to curb. There are i
i signalized intersections al 6lh/State Route 32, Walker/State Route 32 and East |

ii Glenn Co.
{1992 RTP,
it Reallirmed

11-16-94

11994 RTIP
Howaver, the City of Orland proposes the construction of an “S” curve i

i A Project Study Report i
i (Stale Route 32} for this realignment project was completed by District 3 in 1991, i

1

Realignment to elimin
intersections:

Year 1996 $3 OM)

bt

eycle.

unctional Claasification:

ate two

Eighth Street to Sixth
Street, Orland. PM .3 to .5 (Const,

AR RS ASNA bbb b b

Reallgnmenl of SR 32 in Orland. CTC
staff has indicated that this project
will be funded out of the next STIP

................................ JI gaﬂo.n.
[:INus [JFreeway | FTBAHNET
: : Expresaway Ea"'nm‘uv
: DSoenle Signiticant
1 Truck Terminal
@.Am‘n Ble... o
vaiiabie Hight of W'ay lnfermatlon
Median
0.0
Boadbed

~ 12" lanes 9.792m (24"

City of Chico

Page 2




Air Quality :

LOCAL JURISDICTIONS

i ATPAS Glenn County Transportation Commission
i Mo 777 North Colusa Street
: Willows, CA 95988-2208

Mr. Thomas Tinsley, Exec. Dir.

Phone (916) 934-8530

FAX: {916) 934-6533

i The following information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
information, contact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Offices.

i Alr Basin: Sacramento Valley Air Basin

cua N/A Air Quality Non-Attainment Dasignations:

Alr  Quallty GCAPCD P.0. BOX 351 720 NORTH i i
i Distrlel  CO|USA STREET WHLOWS, CA 95988 o e em ettt
: APCO - ED ROMANO 934-6500 i

Land use immediately adjacent to SR 32 is principally zoned and developed cqmmercial with some residential uses in
transitioning areas. Both the Glenn County and the City of Orland General Plans anticipated continued growth in both
residential and commercial land uses over the 20-year period.

H
i
3
H

H
H
H
H
H

Transit Services

Jimmies Cab - Intra - and Inter-city
Dial-A-Ride service between Orand and Willows.

Greyhound Bus Lines - Provides service te Orland,
Hamilton City and Chico on a regular basis (not a commuter
service).

spec|a|3md1,s

i Project Study Report: Co. 0.1 mile W. of Eighth Glenn Co. Aggregate Resource Management Plan -- 1996
Street to SPRR tracks. -- 1991 Glenn Co. Pavement Management Study - Conlinuous

i Glenn Co. Gen. Plan --1994 Social Service Transp. Plan — 1995

i Glenn County Regional Transp. Plan -1994 Study of Intercounty Transp. Needs betwesh

i Glenn Co. Transil Plan Feasibility Study —-1991 Butte, Glenn & Tehama Counties -- 1893

i Glenn Co. Transit Plan Implementation Transp. Needs and Assessment & Funding

¢ Study — 1996 Study for Glenn County - 1990

; Glenn Co, RTIP - 1935 State Community Devel. Block Grant

for Crland Traffic Study — 199

“Additionai Traffic Backup Material

Calculation Factors
% Trattic Growth/Yr 1.9% Land Use URBAN Paak Period Dir Split 60%
Fataliti injuri
A:c?dent”;atajuv:s Terrain FLAT Peak Period Truck % %
124%
Statewide Avg
Total Accident Rate
v Statwide Avg. 124%

County GLE Route 32 Segment 1 Page3




STATE ROUTE 32
SEGMENT FACT SHEET

Segment: GLE 2

PKrn Ahead 1 5
1.00

Ahead PM:

Back PM:

Pl(m Back 15 4

County Road "M" To State Route 45 Jot. [hesd F¥ 6 60

Kilometers

1a.spr“m|ea

Transportatton _Concept

PI'G!“m 2-Lane Conventional
Facllity Highway

Route Concept Improvements

H

féaring SR 32 up to 12.19m standards where
c ;;;‘feasibie.

: i Prasent
H i 108

ESafety and operational improvements along
féwith nermal maintenance and rehabilitation will
jocour as needed. Work with Glenn County to
assist them in completing and implementing a

Egravef management plan for the Stony Cresk
iarea.

sUItlmale 2-Lane Conventtonal t

H Fl.c“ity Highway E

hIS segment of State Route 32 |s a two—!ane convemlonal highway belween Coumy ;
¢ Road “M" in Orand and the junction of State Route 45 in Hamilton City. Most of the
{ daily trips on this segment are inter-regional travel between I-5 and the Chico urban
i area and State Route 99. i

i The Stony Creek Bridge (State Route 32) experienced sighificant siream bed i
i degradation which will require major restoration of the footings and foundations to 3
i maintain the structural Integrity of the bridge or total bridge replacement. The
i continued degradation beneath the Stony Creek Bridge is a major concern and wil
i requite constant monitoring of the stream bed, gravel mining and land use along

H
i Glenn Co. Widen to 40 ' standards Co. Road

i Stony Cresk to identify and to prevent further damage to the bridge struclure, It is i 1994 RTP M-Q:Widen to 40' from Q Street to SR
scommended that the Stony Creek Gravel Management Plan be completed and | 3 45, )
mplemented by the County. (Ref: May 1993 GCTC meeting). _:i:

. Hep[ace SR 32/Stony Creek iarldge,

Only normal maintenance and rehabilitation should be needed on this segment to Cost: $8.0 Million

rnalntaln the LOS standard of over the next 20 years, ;s

B L T T AT s
Route Deasignation; :
Ha T [JFresway [prranner
' ' IARS Exprensway -Hnglonully
i D :ISOOI'IEU Slgniticant
H Nat'l Truak [X] Terminal
-Agunn Ate.. o
ight of “Way information
Median i
0.0

unotional Classification:

it
i 2 « 3.66m lanes ~7.32m (24°) !
3
ks

i Shoulders: 1.21m avg. (4)

Traffic Forecasts

Local/Regional LOS Standards
1995 7,300 840 0.28 c CMP LOS Siandard NIA
2005 9,300 820 0.34 c i e
Gen Plan Standard
2015 11,400 1,000 0.41 o e n Standar wmgm

1884 Glenn Co.
General Plan

County GLE Route 3 2 Segment 2 Paged



Air Quality

RTPA/ Glenn County Transportation Cemmission
| MPo 777 North Colusa Street
: Willows, GA 95988-2298

Mr, Thomas Tinsley, Exsc. Dir.

Phone {(916) 934-6520

FAX: (916) 934-6533

i The foilowing information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
information, contact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Offices.

i Alr Basin: Sacramento Valley Alr Basin

[ oma N/A Air Quality Non-Attainment Designaticons:

OZONENom PM1ONons

Alr Quallty GCAPCD  P.O. BOX 281 720 NORTH i
{ Distriet  COLUSA STREET WILLOWS, CA 85988 S
: APCO - ED ROMANO 934-6500 i

B

The land use along this segment is predominantly zoned agricultural with limited commercial uses. There are several
residential developments being proposed that will affect State Route 32 east of Orland near the segment's terminus west of
H Hamilton City. Moderate growth, most of which will be residential, is expecied in Orland and Hamilton City area over the next
20 years. The remainder of this segment should remain agricultural.

Trangit Service
i Greyhound Bus Lines - Provides service to Orand, :
i Hamilton City and Chico on a regular basis (not a commuter
service).

3
3
3
3
3
3
2
3

mwépuclal Studtes

Project Study Report: Co. Rd M1/2 to 0.4 Geomorphic Study of Bed Degradation

: miles E. of Co. Road Q. --1991 in Stoney Creek, Glenn'County --1991

Glenn County General. Plan ~-1894 Glenn Co. Aggregate Resource Management Plan -- 1996
Glenn County Regional Transportation. Plan --1994 Glenn Co. Pavement Management Study - Continuous

{ Glenn County Transit Plan Feasibility Study —1991 Social Service Transportation. Plan -- 1995

i Glenn County Transit Plan implementation Study of intercounty Transporiation. Needs between
Study -~ 1996 Butte, Glenin & Tehama Counties -- 1993

{ Glenn County RTIP —~ 1995 Transpontation. Needs and Assessment & Funding

i Glenn County Aggregate Resource Management Pian

1996 Study for Gienn County - 1990

Additional Traffic Backup Materia
Catculation Factors

% Trattic Growth/¥r 1.75% Land Use RURAL Peak Period Dir Split 60%
F i
A:;?;;‘,::’::;;'u:s“ Terrain FLAT Poak Period Truck % 1%

) 59%
St ide
Total Accident Rate
ys_Statwide Avg, . 64%

County GLE Route 32 Segment 2 Page$




STATE ROUTE 32
SEGMENT FACT SHEET

Segment. GLE 3
Jet Rte 45 To Glenn/But Co. Line

PKm Ahead 15 4
Ahoad PM: 5.80

PKm Bauk 17 5

Back PM:

10.9

Distance

Kilometora 2. os_,-f'uilu

Transportatlon Canept
::’f“‘“t 2-tane Conventional

Route Concept Improvemants

b
i
;\Niden facility to four-lane conventicnal
;*standards with left-turn channelization where
needed.

H
Consider consolidating access points along this
;'jsegment to reduce turning conflicts.

H

Ccmcepl
LOS :

H

H

:"Uliimute 5C - 4-Lane Conventional
*f_af_i“lv Highway with left-turn

H channelization ]

H
T T T T T TR T

;This segment of State Route 32, is a two-lane conventional highwa
ibetween the junction of State Route 45 at the northwest corer o
: Hamilton City and the Glenn/Butte County line.

EAIong State Route 32, from the Junction of State Route 45 to Sacrament
fAvenue in Hamilton City, there is continuous left-turn channelization t
: access commercial business and residences. Tuming movements from an
éinlo the channslization creates operational delays along this portion o
; State Route 32. These left turn movements delay mainline traffic on Stat
ERouta 32 which will operate at LOS D untit the year 2015 when it i
{ anticipate to fall to LOS E.

éThe facility should be widened to four-lane conventional standards wit
i left-turn channselization as funding becomes avaijlable.

A bypass of State Route 32 to the north of Hamilton City is identified in th
11996 Glenn County Regional Transportation Plan (1994 reaffirmed 11/95
Eas a possible alternative to future transportation problems. However,

i be a viable altemative.

Traffic Forecasts

Year AART Peak Hourly Volumes VI/C Ratlo Los
1995 10,400 1,000 0.40 D
2005 13,400 1,200 0.52 D
2015 16,400 1,580 0.63 E

unti ;
i adequate funding can be made available, this bypass does not appear to E

1

No project programming for this
segment.

Diws  Dlrweer [hrmamer
IRRS Exproasway Ennghnaﬂy

D Soenle $lgniflcant
i Dﬂlti Trusk BTarmlml

Nelwork ~Aacans. Rte. .

Medlan
i 0.0

i
i 2 - 3.66m lanes —7.32m (24')

Available Right of “Way  Information

 Shoulders 0.0m (first .5 mile) to 2.44m (0' to &)

“"PROJECT PROGRAMMING

a0

County GLE Route 32 Segment 3

Local/Regional LOS Standards
CMP LOS Standard N/A
Gen Plan Standard ¢
1984 Glenn bt
County G.P.
Page 6



Air Quality

LOCAL JURISDICTIONS o

RTPA/ Glenn Gounty Transpertation Commissiol

MPO 777 North Colusa Street : : . . . . -
’ The following information is a briet overview only. For specific envircnmental

information, contact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Offices.

Mr. Thomas Tinslkey, Exec. Dir.
Phone (916} 934-6830
FAX: (916) 934-6533

i Air Basin: Sacramento Valley Alr Basin
CMA N/A Air Quality Non-Attainment Designations:

...................................

B i 3

Alr Quality GCAPCD P.O. BOX 361 720 NORTH ;

Blstrist  COLUSA STREET WILLOWS, CA 95988 AN N —
APCO - ED ROMANO 934-6500 i

i

L;ndUgg

The land use along this segment of State Route 32 is residential with some commercial develop}r\ent. Moderate growth is
expacted over the next 10 to 20 years as indicated in the Glenn County General Plan.

H
H
i

: Special Studies

¢ Glenn County General. Plan —1994 ) Glenn County Pavermnent Managemeant Study -- Continuous
: Glenn County Regional Transportation. Plan --1994 Study of Intercounty Transporation. Needs bestween
Glenn County Transit Plan Feasibility Study —1991 Butte, Gienn & Tehama Counties -- 1993

: Glenn County Transit Plan Implementation Transportation. Needs and Assessment & Funding

{  Study -- 1996 Study for Gienn County ~ 1990

i Glonn County RTIP -~ 1995 _ Social Service Transportation. Plan -- 1995

: Glenn Counly Aggregate Resource Management Plan -- 1996

Calculation Fagtors
ratt r 2.0% Land Use RURAL Peak Period Dir Split 51%

Fatalities+Injuries
Accident Rate vs
Statewide Avg

Total Accident Rate
ve Stalwide Avg 151%

Terrain FLAT . -Peak Petiod Truck % o
146%

County GLE Route 32 Segment 3 Page?




STATE ROUTE 32
SEGMENT FACT SHEET

Segment' BUT 4
Glenn/Butte Co. Line To Muir Ave,

PKm Ahead 0 0
{Chico) Ahead PM: 0. 00

PKm Bank 8 D
Back PM: 5.0

Transportatlon Concept

Pre“'“ 2-Lane Conventlonal
Fucill'!y Highway

Route Concepl Improvements

fSafety and operalional improvements along
with maintenance and rehabilitation will ocour
...... as needed.

i Present
i LOS D

i COnnepl 5C - 4-Lane Conventional )
acommend local agencies enhance

SM/TDM/TCM measures to reduce traffic
lumes.

; channelization where
Concept nesdad
{LOS:

Consideration should be given to widening
facllity to four-lane conventional standards
with lefli-turn channelization where needed.

iUltimate 5C - 4-Lane Conventional

:iSegment 4 is a two-lane convanllonal hrghway between lhe GIennIButte County Ilne
and Muir Avenue, west of the City of Chico .

ELane and shoulder widths on this segment are inadeguate for current and
i projecled traffic conditions due to increases in the inter-regional traffic volume
{ growth along this segment. The LOS will decline to L.OS E by the year 2000. In

iorder to help maintain LOS D, this facility should be widened 1o a four-lane i

0 1869 Q3oimo Wapping

i conventional facility.
i needed.

Some left-turn channslization may alse be required where

PROJECT PROGRAMMING
1984 Butte

Co. CMP from Rock Cresk Br. to Cable Draw

Conslmct Bypass Mmr ‘Ave. 1o Jet, of
SR 99 @ Eaton Road $24.3 mil,

Freoway
Exprossway

1RKS Regianally

DSconic E]slunn‘laanl

EI Nat'l Truek E'rarml nal

Median
0.0

2 - 3.66m [anes --7.32m (24"

Shoulders: 0.0 in most areas with an occasional
.809m shoulder (2')

Traffic Forecasts

Yoar AADT  Poak Hourly Volumes YIC Ratlo Los
Local/Regional LOS Standards
1995 10,400 1,000 0.51 D CMP LOS Standard D
2005 14,000 1,350 0.55 D H o e
Gen Plan Standard
2015 17,600 1,690 0.64 E andar D

County BUT Route 32 Segment 4 Pagesg

Widen/Add shoulders & passing lanes

Distance:r Kilomatars 8 05_.-"M|Ies 5.00




LOCAL JURISDICTIONS : Air Quality :

i RTPAJ Butte County Gounty Assocciation of
i MPO Govemments{(BCAG)
] MR. JON CLARK, EXEGUTIVE DIR,
478 A Qro Dam Boulevard
Oroville, CA 95965

i The following information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
information, contact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Offices.

(916) 538-6866 FAX (916) 538-6868 i Air Basin: Northern Sacramento Air Basin
[ cMA See BGAG above £ Alr Quality Non-Attainment Designations:
i co ffoderaie T } OZONETransitional Butie Co.  : PM10iNone

}
i :

; ‘Requested Maintenance

i redesignation )

i Alr Guality Butte Co. Air Posiution Contral District, i i
: Dlstriet | awranca Lodle, APCO OO |
: 9287 MIDWAY, STE 1A, i

Durham, CA. 95638 (916) 891-2882

The tand use is agricultural' with rural residential development interspersed throughout the segment and it is not expecled to
change over the concept period. . R

As the existing Butte County General Plan (dated 1978) is becoming outdated, comments as to its impact on this segment of
SR 32 would be inappropriate. Butte County is currently in the process of updating their General Plan. When updated, further
discussion of jts impacts will be addressed when the update is completed,

3
H
H
H
H
H

Transit Service

Butte County Transit (BCT) is a public transit service that
operates a Monday through Friday 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m.

i public transit system with five peak peried busses on three
: fixed-routes between the communities of Chico, Paradise,
Oroville, Biggs, Gridley, Palermo and Durham

CATS is a public transit service that operates a Monday
through Friday 6:30 a.m. to 7:30 p.m. with six fixed route
system with the Chico city limits.

%Bulte County Metropolitan Transportation Plan -- 11/94 Butte County General Plan -- 1979 (Currently bsing updated)
gButte County Regional Transporiation Improvement
Plan (RTIP} -- 11/95

%Bune County Congestion Management Program
i 1994 Update -~dune 18, 1994

Calcuiation Faclors
% Trattic Growth/¥r, b Land Use RURAL Peak Period Dir Split 51%
Fatalities+Injuries
Accident natel vs Terrain FLAT Peak Period Truck % [/
Statewide A 93%
Total Accident Rate
ye Stalwide Avg, €8%

County BUT Route 32 Segment 4 Page g




STATE ROUTE 32

SEGMENT FACT SHEET
e ettt e e e e e e oot o someooes T e e
MUIR AVE. TO W. ist STREET Aheadt PM; 5.00 ~ Back PM: 8.4

Distance: Kllometers 5.4

3.40

Tran spor

Goncept

i 'F__’f“'ﬁl';‘l: 2.Lans Conventional
acllity :
S Highway . Route Concept Improvements
;P ) Widen facility to four-lane conventional highway
fLos B standards and add continuous left-turn )
s channelization and a Class Il bicycle lane in each =2y |
! j Conespt  5C - 4-Lane Conventional %dlrecllon. < N
‘F ety Highway with left-turn : .
channelization {Recommend enhancement of local and regional :
{ ¢ TSM/TDM/TCM measures be implomented to » H
: Concept H . - H
P LOS: yeduce traffic velumes. LS ;
N 3 j
= ;

; a2 ;

} 1ald llgg

=S Y

| f‘ - - -
SSSQment is a lwo—lane conventlonal hlghway betwaen Mulr Avenue and West Flrsl X o
ESlreet in the City of Chico. , o - z
EThe City of Chico has proposed to upgrade State Route 32 swetween East Avenue
i and West First Street 1o five lanes with a continuous lefiturn lane and Class il bike
ilanes. These are priotity projects of the "Unfunded Projects” listed in the BCAG 3
1994 RTIP. In addition, the City proposes a separate Class | hike path parallel to i
:

| State Routs 32 between East Avenue and West First Avenue. The City of Chico also
i proposes to signalize the intersection of State Route 32/East Avenue/North Lindo
 Avenue.

996 STIP | East Ave. to 1st Street/ Construct

. . Class 1 Bikeway.$791,000
The fo||owmg applies to segments 5, §, and 7:

i The Highway 32/Eaton Road Alignment Study (North Chico Bypass) § e
iwas completed in August 1993 for the Gity of Chico. The study identifies lhree

ossible alighments to connect State Route 32 with State Route 99, with the ‘
ntention of separating local trips from through trips and lessening traffic demands |
{on State Route 32 Iin the City of Chico west of State Route 99. The recommended : i
galiarnative ;vould conn[ect Muir Avenue with the junction of State Roule 99 and ! B'ia't't'é"é}';“""’iﬁié'iéééiiéi}i"iéiiii'r'c}i}é}ii'ér'u'i&"éﬁ"éé""s-')'é{'""é
; Eaton Roa BCAG lists a North Chico bypass project in their 1994 Reglonal : . o

i Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) on Tal:.bleJ 7 "Short and Long Range : 1905 FSTIP | & East Ave. §1.679 Ml (partially

i i (04/5 completed- ). Segment also includes
H " '
Projects Without Assured Funding" in Chapter 8. fhrough | improvements to SR 32 @ East Ave.;

98/99) {and SR 32 @ W. Bth Strest (both

11. Construet bypass Muir Ave. to SR ;
99/Eaton Road. 2. Widen 1o 4-lanes
Muir Ave. to W. 1st Strest. i

EUntiI a Notth Chico Bypass Route Adoption Study is completed and there is actual

; California Transportation Commission (CTC) adoption of an alignment, Butte County cons"ucwd)
fand the City of Chico should consider limiting development within this corridor 'ff_‘__‘_',‘,’_'f,‘f_'__f_'_‘_‘ff‘_f_'_'f,’f_if_'f ,,,,, Erinclpal _Aterial i
i (Segments 5, 6, and 7} . Local financial participation is critical to the successful Route Designation: :
§implemema1ion of the propeosed bypass. [TJFresway [ "Brrauner i
H Expressway Ennglnnally §
. i:onll:’l Significant 5

EAG':;I“ Rto,. f

vailable Right of Way [nformation

Median
0.0 ;

H
i{ 2 « 8.66m lanes --7.32m (24" to PKm 13.46(8.37
ii PM) tuming to 4-lanes 14.63m.

it Shoulders: Averaging 1.82m to 2.43m (6 to B feet)

TraHfic Forecasts

1995 22,600 1,850 0.31 B CMP LOS Standard o

2005 26,100 2,140 .42 c B
Gen Plan Standard

2015 29,600 2,420 0.47 c D

County BUT Route 32 Segment 5 Pagell



" LoCAL JURISDICTIONS Air Quality

i RTPA!  Butte County County Association of

i MPo Governmens(BCAG)

MR: JON CLARK, EXECUTIVEDIR.,

479 A Oro Dam Boulevard

Oroville, CA 95865

(916) 538-6B66 FAX (916) 528-6868

CMA BCAG

he following information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
nformation, contact the Calirans District 3 Environmental Offices.

Air Basin: Northern Sacramento Air Basin

ir Quality Non-Attainment Designations:

See Above O2ONETransitionai- Butte Co. ' PM10Kione
‘Requested Maintenance :
redesignation -

Alr  Quallty Butte CO. Air Pollution Gontrol Distidet,
Dlatriet 4§ awrance Lodle, APCO

29287 MIDWAY, STE 1A,

Durham, CA. 95938 (916) 891-2882

Land Use

This segment is partially developed with commercial businesses, apartments and_single family homes. Residential densities

increase substantially between Eighth Avenue and First Street. There are a large number of apartments located along this

portion of State Route 32, the majority of which provide housing for students at California State University at Chico (CSUC).

This segment is expected 1o continue to develop over the next 20 years, mostly in multifamily residential land uses with high

density housing. The high use by pedestrians and bicyclists on this portion of State Route 32 is due to the student population
at CSUC.

As the existing Butte County General Plan (dated 1979) is becoming outdated, comments as to its impact on this segment of
SR 32 would be inappropriate. Butte County is currently in the process of updating their General Plan. When updated, further
discussion of its impacts will be addressed when the update is completed.

i
¥
3
H
H
H
;
5
i
:
A

Butte County Transit (BCT) is a public transit service that
operates a Monday through Friday 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m.
public transit system with five peak pericd busses on three
fixed-routes between the communities of Chico, Paradise,
Oroville, Biggs, Gridley, Palermo and Durham

H
H
H
i

CATS is a public transit service that operates a Monday
through Friday 6:30 a.m. to 7:30 p.m. with six fixed route
system with the Chico city limits.

: Special Studies
gBulte County Metropolitan Transportation Plan -- 11/94

Butte Ceunty General Plan --1979 (Currently being updated)
: Butte County Regional Transportation improvement
:{  Plan (RTIP) -- 11/95 City of Chico Generat Plan - 11-18-94

%Butte County Congestion Management Program
1994 Update --June 16, 1994

Calculation Factors
% Traftic Growth/¥r 4% Land Use URBAN Peak Period Dir Split 51%
Fatalities+Injuries '
Accident Rate vs
§!g§ag]§g Avg
Total Accldent Rate
ve Stalwide Avq, 114%

Terrain FLAT Peak Period Truck % Th
127%

County BUT Route 32 Segment § Page11




STATE ROUTE 32
SEGMENT FACT SHEET

" segment: BUT & PKm Ahead: 13.5 PKm Back: 14.2
TO 8TH ST (Chico) Ahead PM: 8.40 Back PM: 8.809
D

Transportation Concept
k Pregsent 4-Lane' Conventionai

i
1
¥

{
H

Faciiity Highway

e Route Concept Improvements
;“ZDue to buildout, it is unlikely that any major
{ Present 5 Sy

fLos c improvement can be made that will improve
, ............................... iLOS.

i Concept 4-Lane Conventional i

S Facllity iahway ‘Recommend TSM/TDM/TCM measures be

| implemented to reduce fraffic volumes.

) Concept ;

1 L0S:

Ultimate 4-Lane Conventional
i ﬂc_[[itv Highway

SSegmant 6 is a four-lane undivided conventional highway

with .continuous
gleﬂ-turn channelization betwsen West First Strest and the beginning of the
i one-way couplet at Eighth Street in the City of Chico .

gBecause this segment of State Route 32 is developed with commercial and
i residential development, it is unlikely that improvements to maintain the
{LOS standard of D would bs cost effective. Recommend that Travel Demand
EManagement measures be implemented to reduce traffic volumes. Thi
i segment will fall below LOS standard of D by the year 2000 without th
ENorth Chico Bypass or some other mechanism to reduce impacts from th
{ anticipated traffic volume.

CT PROGRAMMING 777
998 STIP | Modify various intersections @ SRs
32 and 99, E. Ave. $1.654 mil. Const.,
L $791 R/W - 96/7 fy.

Intersection improvements
& East Ave. $1.679 Mil (partially
completed). This segment includes
SR 32 @ 3rd Street in Chico (Project
was advertised 8/96)

i The City of Chico proposes signals in the 1594 RTIP at the intersections o
§State Route 32/3rd Street, West 8th and West 9th Strests and th
i construction of railroad underpass on West 8th (State Route 32) and Wes
i 9th Streets (State Route 32).

The following applies to segmenis 5, 6, and 7:

i The Highway 32/Eaton Road Alignment Study (North Chico Bypass)

iwas completed in August 1993 for the City of Chico. The study identifies thre
{ possible alignments to connect State Route 32 with State Routs 99, with th
i intention of separating local trips from through trips and tessening trafflc demands
fon State Route 32 in the City of Chico west of State Route 99. The recommended on:  Principal Arierial

i alternative would connect Muir Avenue with tha junctien of State Route 9% and Boute Dasignation:
i Eaton Road. BCAG lists a North Chico bypass project in thair 1994 Regional } { [ ] wus [JFreeway [TPraanner
i Transporlation Improvement Program (RTIF) on Table 7 "Short and Long Range _;’;Ii:I,HRs Exprossway [x_Jneatonany

{ Projects Without Assured Funding® in Chapter 8, DN ot Truok %_sr::;l': . Signifizant
H Network

i . Anosae.. Bts....
Until a North Chico Bypass Route Adoption Study is completed and there is actua § vailabia Right of Way Information
: California Transportation Commission {CTC) adoption of an alignment, Butte County :i Median

Eand the City of Chico should consider limiting development within this corrido
i (Segments 5, 6, and 7) . Local financial participation is critical to the successful

glmplememauon of the proposed bypass. 3.66m lanos - 10.97m (36" directionally

houlders 2.74m (9

Traffic Forecasts
Local/Regional LOS Standards
1995 20,000 1,900 c.38 c CMP LOS Standard D
2005 23,700 2,250 0.46 D Butte County s
Gen Plan Standard
2015 27,400 2,800 0.51 D o

6, Miles 0.41

H

0.0

County BUT Route 32 Segment & Pagel2



LOCAL JURISDICTIONS 5 T Air Quality

i ATPA/  Butte County County Association of

HL L Govemmenis(BCAG) ) ) . )
MFL JON CLARK, EXECUTIVE DIR,, i The following information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
479 A Oro Dam Boulevard ii information, contact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Offices.
Oroville, CA 95965 i
(616) 538.8866 FAX (916) 538-6B6B - Alr Basin: Northérn Sacramento Air Basin
[ oMa BCAG i Air Quality Non-Attainment Designations:
See Above : oo fﬁaaa?a"fg .................... OZONETransmonaiButleCo e
. i . Requested Maintenance !
: Air Quality Butte CO, Air Pollution Control District, i H ;redesignation i

i Distrlot  |awrence Lodle, APCO ERTUTOOUPTOUOOORVONE i
: Q267 MIDWAY, STE 1A, i
Durham, CA. §5938 (916) B91-2882

Land 0

i Along this segment of State Route 32 the land use is built out with commercial bus‘iness. apartments, singte- and multi-family
residential uses. There are a large number of apartments iocated along this poriion of Stale Route 32, the majority of which
provide housing for students at California State University at Chico {CSUC).

As the existing Butte County General Plan (dated 1979) is becoming outdated, comments as fo its impact on this segment of
SR 32 would be inappropriate. Butte County is currently in the process of updating their Gensral Flan. When updated, further
discussion of its impacts will be addressed when the update is completed.

H
H
H
H
H

Transit Services
i Butte County Transit (BCT) is a public transit service that

operates Monday through Friday 6:30 am. to 6:30 p.m. with

five peak period buses on three fixed-routes between the

i communities of Chico, Paradise, Orovills, Biggs, Gridley,

i Palerme and Durham

CATS is a public transit service that operates a Monday
through Friday 6:30 am. to 7:30 p.m. with six fixed route
system with the Chico city limits.

H Special Studies
: Butte County Melropolitan Transportation Plan - 11/94

Butte Co. General Plan --1979 (Currently being updated)
§Butte County Regional Transportation Improvement

! Plan (RTIP) - t1/85 City of Chico General Ptan - 11-18-94

: Butte County Congestion Management Program
: 1994 Update --June 16, 1994

Calculation Factors
% Traftic Growth/¥r T Land Use URBAN Poak Period Dir Split 55%
Fatallties+injuries
Accident aml ve Terrain FLAT Peak Period Truck % 7%
Statewide A 148%
Total Accident Rate '
vs Statwide Avg. 176%

County BUT Route 32 Segment € Pagei3




STATE ROUTE 32
SEGMENT FACT SHEET

Segment. BUT 7 “PKm Ahead: 14.3  PKm Back: 17.

8TH /9TH ST TO FIR STREET (Chico) Distance: Kilomaters s o1 Milon

Distance: Kilometers 3.01, Mlles 1

87

iPresent 4/6. Lane Convent

- Rl
«Facilny Highway - Couplets s

-------------- : Route Concept Improvements a9
i : -
§No improvements are proposed for these \
segments at this time. Howaver, at the end of .
; the twenty year planning petiod, as the level of i N pifell P
i service continues to decline, consideration i j 1Y)
i gshould he given to the removal of on street N
2 parking along these segments to expand the g 4 ~] i
: o HA 4~ o )‘
, Concept féfac'llty' ; 9'9: <z \ H
: LOS: : - i
‘Recommend TSM/TDM/TGM measures be o i
i & Stala \ 9 i
;mplemented to reduce congestion. N ChitE
iUitimate 4/6- Lane Conventional : RN ;
i Facility Highway - Couplets : y 1) —

been ZyBIh Strael (K a0 ‘ §

: tate Houle 32 rmns along Eighth Street Segment TB (Westbound) and Nmth Stree :
i Segment 7A (sastbound) crossing Main Street and Broadway, the primary access i
i streets to the old central business district of Chico. The facility consists of two
i one-way couplels (3 lane city streets} batwesn Wainut Slreet and Pine Street
i (east of State Route 99) atl which point the facility becomes two ons-way couplets
i (two-lane city strests) belween Pine and Fir Streets ending just east of the State !
| Route 32/State Route 99 junction. i

) A
5K 2Mard
o ' \ Chapman{o n
{ 3h Sirset 3 :
3 7 N

:

*. Barber %\ Stirlind . i :
g Ix|li} \?ﬂ 1 E
I A !

A Caltrans Park and Ride facility is located at the Fir Street/State Route 32
i Intersection in the City of Chico east of the State Houte 32/State Route 99
!junction. This rideshare lot has 73 paved vehicle parking spaces and 8 bicycle i}
i lockers. The facility operales at capacity during the college year. :

Grade separation: 8th/Sth Sts. @ SP
Railroad tracks. $11.107 mil

IPRTERIAVRPRTIRRE A A A A B P 0 0 LA DA BN P B

: £
i Beyond the 20-year planning period the level of service along these couplets will 1e94 Butte Gm e sepamm Bth.fsth Ste. ® SP :
i begin to decline. Expanding the capacily of tha couplets, i.e., removing on-street i co, MTP Railroad tracks. $11.107 mii i

i

iparklng may be an option, however, local opinion may preclude expansion
i Recommend Travel Damand Management measures be enhanced to reduce traffic
{ volume.

EThe following applies to segments 5, 8, and 7:

i The Highway 32/Eaton Road Alignment Study (North Chice Bypass)
{was completed in August 1993 for the Cily of Chico. The study identifies three
ossible alignments te connect State Route 32 with State Route 99, with the
ntention of separating local trips from through trips and lessening fraffic demands
i on State Route 32 in the City of Chico west of State Rotle 99. The recommended

unctlonal Classitication

{ alternative would connsct Muir Avenue with the junction of State Route 99 and Bo_ule_na.ﬁlguﬂo.n §
{ Eaton Road. BCAG lists a North Chico bypass project in their 1994 Regional ; ; D"“s [Jrresway [ Frranner ;
{ Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) on Tabls 7 "Short and Long Range HELL Expressway Reglonatly f
; Projects Without Assured Funding® in Chapter 8. Natt Track IE'S'::':'I:" Signiticant ;
: ~Accake.. Hle .. i

;umn a Notth Chico Bypass Route Adoption Study is completed and there is actual vailable nlgm of Way “Tnformation
¢ California Transportation Commission {(CTC) adoption of an allgnment, Butte County Median H
iand the City of Chico should consider limiling development within this corridor Couplots separated by a City block :
; {Segments 5, 6, and 7) . Local financial patticlpation is critical to the successful
;implementation of the proposed bypass.

Westerly dir 3 3.66m lanes - 10.97m (36% i
Shoulders: 2.74m (')
Easterly diri 3-lanes 10.97m (36') narrowing to to |
2-lanes/dir 7.31m (24')at PKm 15.28 (PM 9.558) |
Shoulders: 0.0m o PM 15.22 Then 2.438m (8')

Traffic Forecasts

Local/Regional LOS Standards
1995 32,600 3,050 0.39 c CMP LOS Standard D
e County e
2005 38,800 3,630 0.41 ¢ Butte County
Gen Plan Standard D
2015 45,000 4,210 1.00 F Clty of Chico N

County BUT Route 32 Segment 7 Pagel4



! RTPAJ Butte County County Association of
: MPO Govemments(BCAG)
! ML JON CLARK, EXECUTIVE DIR.,
479 A Oro Dam Beulevard
Oroville, CA 95965

The following information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
i information, conlact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Offices.

(976) 538.6866 FAX (916) 538-6868 . Alr Basin: Northern Sacramente Air Basin
AL BOAG £ Air Quality Non-Attainment Designations:

See Avove : Co fisdarats OZONETranshional Bitia Go. 't PM10fions 3
. i B ‘Requested Maintenance : i
i Alr Quality Butte CO. Alr Pallution Control District, i H redesignation :
Distriet [ awrence Lodle, APCO [ PR < 45
‘ 9287 MIDWAY, STE 1A, i

Durham, CA. 95938 (916) 801-2882

Land Use

: The land use along the first portion of this segment is predominantly residential, with limited commercial uses. As
the segment approaches the central business district tand use becomes predominately commercial and is at
- i buildout, with on-street parking and driveway access points on both sides of each couplet.

: As the existing Butte County General Plan (dated 1979} is becoming outdated, comments as to its impact on this segment of
SR 32 would be inappropriate. Butte County is currently in the process of updating their General Plan. When updated, further
i discussion of its impacts wilf be addressed when the update is completed.

Transit Services
Butte County Transit (BCT) is a public transit service that
operates Monday through Friday 6:30 am. to 6:30 p.m. wih
five peak period buses onh three fixed-routes between the
communities of Chico, Paradise, Oroville, Biggs, Gridley,
Palermo and Durham

CATS is a public transit service that operates a Monday
{ through Friday 6:30 am. to 7:30 p.m. with six fixed route
i system with the Chico city limits.

uite County Metropolitan Transporiation Plan - 11/94 Butte Co. General Plan --1978 (Currently being updated)

uite County Regional Transportation Improvement City of Chico General Plan - 11-18-94
Plan (RTIP} -- 11/85

utte County Congestion Management Program
1984 Update --June 18, 1994

utte Co. General Plan - 1994

“Additional Traffic Backup Material
Calculation Factors
% Tratfic Growth/Yr. - Land Use  URBAN Peak Period Dir Spiit 5%
Fatalities+Injurlas Terrain FLAT Peak Period Truck % %

Accident Rate vs

Statewid A 171%
Total Accident Rate
ys Stalwide Ava. .. 186%

County BUT Route 32 Segment 7 Pagel$§




STATE ROUTE 32
SEGMENT FACT SHEET

{Present 2.\ ane Conventional
Facllity Highway

i
I
‘

i Preaent D
i LOS

%Concept 6-Lane Conventional
;Facllily Highway

; Concept
LOS :

Ultimate 6-Lane Conventional
Facllity Highway H

Transportation Concept

Miden facility to a 6-lane conventional
slandards with left-turn channelization and
signals where warranted.

Local land use decisions are driving the need

; for this improvement. Local agencies should

; gprepare a traffic study to determine the extent
‘of improvement needs for local roads.

E szitigation measures and fees should be

developed 1o finance both state and local

groadway improvements within this area.

“Segment:BUT 8

FIR ST. TO YOSEMITE DR. {Chico)

Route Concept Improvements

PKm Ahead: -
Ahead PM: 10.74

S

= m,. sl

-Powar Lins

ESegment 8 is a two-lane sxpressway with a 9.75 meter (32-foot} wide roadbed :
i between the end of the two one-way couplets af

599) to Yosemite Drive at the west side of the City of Chico.

éExpansion of the new Chico Mall area and increasing growth of residential

i development in this segment of State Route 32 in the past years has warranted the

i signalization of Forest Avenue, Bruce Road and the El Monte Avenue interseclions.
i Widening State Route 32 to a six-lane expressway with left-turn channelization may
i ba necessary by the year 2015. The City of Chico should protect this segment o
ithe Slate Route 32 corridor from any further development to reduce the cost o
{ heedad right of way for future improvement. :
i improvements will be directly atlributable to development occurring along this ;
City of Chico should perform a traffic study to identify impacts to State :
i Route 32 from development in the city and collect development fees to construct a """""""""" -

| sagment.

i state facility based on these impacts.

The deterioration in LOS and needed

Fir Street {vast of State Route i;

LY adILITi 7T
Bl ‘A“*f(\ .i’A
i 0‘1»43 _D{otma M; L Sy

ng.~ UGn

|

it 994 Butte
:; Co, CMP
Update

i: Co. TP

i county
ii1008 FSTIP

Widen to 4-lanes .3 mi. W. of Forest !

Ave, to Bruce i

!

Widen to 4-lanes .3 mi. W. of Forest |
Ave, to Bruce Rd. $4.542 mil i

:

<

................ e e
Intersection improvements on 32, 89 |

& East Ave. $1,678 M) (partially
completed). This segment: 32 @

Forest Avenue and 32 @ Bruce Road
(both constructed ).& 32 & El Monte

Traffic Forecasts
Year AADT Peak Hourly Volumesg Y/C Ratle Los
1905 14,000 1,450 0.58 D
2005 25,300 2,620 1.01 F
2015 36,500 3,780 1.48 F

H

Boute Designation; :

DFreaway F‘I’RAHNET i

Expresaway Hagionally 3

i BSaonln slgnificant §
| |Nut‘l TrunkClTarmlnal

i g haceas Ale. j

abie Right ot Wa :

0.0

i 2 - 3.66m lanes --7.32m (24

Shoulders: 1.21m {(4')

!

1

1

Local/Reglonal LOS Standards

CMP LOS Standard D

1984 Butte Co,

Gen Plan Standard D
City of Chico

County BUT Route 32 Segment 8
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" LOCAL JURISDICTIONS - 7 Air Quality

! RTPA/  Butte County County Association of

: mpo Govemmerts(BCAG)
i MR. JON CLARK, EXECUTIVE DIR,, i The following information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
479 A Oro Dam Bowevard il information, contact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Offices.
Oroviile, CA 95965
(816) 538-6866 FAX (916} 538-6868 Air Basin: Northern Sacramento Alr Bﬂslllw‘ww
i cMA BCAG £ Air Quality Non-Attainment Designations:
See Above £ co Fiaderater } OZONETransitional Butte Co.” PM10]ions
i i ‘Requesied Maintenance :
i Alr Quality Butte CO. Air Pollution Contro! Distriet, ; iredesignation : H i
: District | awrence Lodle, APCO H— SRR | b A

9287 MIDWAY, STE 1A,
Durham, CA. 95938 (916) 891.2882

Land Use
Land use along this segment is transitioning from agricujtural and rural residential to commercial, and low and
medium density residential. This segment is expected to grow substantially over the next 20 years, with the
majority of the growth expected within the next 10-20 year period. Currently, the area around the new Chico Mall
south of State Route 32 near Forest Avenue is sustaining rapid commercial and medium density residential
development. The area north of State Route 32, near Bruce Road, is also rapidly developing with low and medium
density housing. This segment will experience an accelerated deterioration in LOS due to the local development.

As the existing Butte County General Plan (dated 1974) is becoming outdated, comments as to its impact on this segment of
SR 32 would be inappropriate. Butte Counly is currently in the process of updating their General Plan. When updated, further
discussion of its impacts will be addressed when the update is completed.

Butte Gounty Transit (BCT) is a public fransit service that
operates Monday through Friday 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. with
five peak period buses onh three fixed-routes between the
communilies of Chico, Paradise, Oroville, Biggs, Gridley,
Palermo and Durham

CATS is a public transit service that operates a Monday
through Friday 6:30 am. to 7:30 p.m. with six fixed route -
system with the Chico city limits.

Special Studies
utte County Metropelitan Transportation Plan -- 11/94 Butte Co. General Plan —-1879 (Currently bsing updated}

utte County Regional Transportation tmprovement City of Chico General Plan - 11-18-84
Plan (RTIP) -- 11/95

utte County Congestion Management Program
1994 Update --June 16, 1994

Calculation Factors
Traffic_G Yr 8.6% Land Use URBAN Paak Period Dir Split 55%
Fatalities+Injuries FLAT )
Accident Rate vs Terrain - Peak Period Truck % T
Statewid A 109%
Total Accident Rate
vs_Statwide Avg 120%
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: Transportation Concept
2 Present .| ane Conventional Trmmmmm—

STATE ROUTE 32

Routs Concept Improvements

fNo capacily improvements are necessaty to

2- Lane Conventional

onceapt

iachieve the route concept.

i

;Safely and operational improvements along
with maintenance and rehabilitation will occur
as heeded.

§

;

H .
%unm:m 2-Lane Convenlional
:Facility Highway

¢

H
H
H
H

{Gounty line {District

i Chico.

§Safew and operational improvements along with normal maintenance an

02/03 boundary).

: Segment 9 is a two-lane conventional highway, between Yosemite Drive on the easf
: side of the City of Chico to just north of the town of Lomo near the Bufte/Tshama
The highway travels through rolling to
i mountainous terrain and is the main access route to Lassen National Park from i

i rehabilitation shouid keep this segment from exceeding the LOS standard

Lot "D".

Traffic Forecasts

Year AADT Peak Hourly Volumes W/C Hatio Log
1995 3,100 280 0.14 [:]
2005 4,600 430 0.21 C
2015 6,100 E70 0.28 c

PKm Ahead: 20.0 PKm Back: €0.8
Ahead PM: 12.40 Back PM: 37.8

7 7
.Bulte/Tehama County Lin® i
I »
nE L H

= :H 1 i
j‘ b—— S M
S 1 H
Ve, 4 :
=% k ! !
n H
= ., ! H
B fag: H
N Iy 1 i
Gohasset ) i !
w fo |

Sz / |

I 1

s 1

-_3 ;M“. Fi!rt:h A \

e ' e s FM“IR.\KG‘E !
.:! K 1

— 55 Nifns
; 1

o
_‘chhnrdnnn p/r)qt

|
— .- o
332} =
? En.l,_
oo Muni =0
1}
i

“'PROJECT PROGRAMMING
Install signals @ Forest Ave. & El
Monte Ave. {Bruce Road is near
completion) $ 1.606 mi.

[C]Fresway E:ls'rmnnzr

Exprossway

mt’-«nlc
Nat'l Truck Terminal
[ I Neior BT

acsar,. At

Raglonally
Signitioant

Availabie “Hight “of "Way
0.0
! 2-ravel lanes =7.32m (24") to PKm 59.40 (PM

36.926) then 5.486m (18" to Tehama Co. line. ;

. Range from 1.21m (4"} to 213m (P to
38,40 PKm (R23.866), 1.52m (5t PKm 45.93 :
28.550 PM), and approx. .8076m o the county line. |

Local/flegional LOS Standards
CMP LOS Standard D
Butte County @ e
Gen Plan Standard D

City of Chico

County BUT Route 32 Segment § Page18



: LOCAL JURISDICTIONS
i RTPAJ Butte County Gounty Association of

A"Quamy

: MPO Govemments(BCAG) i

: MR JON CLARK, EXECUTIVE DIR,, ii The following information is a brief overview only. For specific environmental
479 A Oro Dam Boulevard ! information, contact the Caltrans District 3 Environmental Cffices.
Orovilte, GA 95965
(916} 538-6860 FAX (016} 538.6868 . Air Basin: Nerthern Sacramento Air Basin

i CMA BCAG

See Above Air Quality Non-Attalnment Designations:

| OZONETransitional- Butte Co. :PM10iNone
] o ; ‘Requested Maintenance :
i Alr Quallty Butte CO. A¥r Pollution Control District, :

i Distrlst | awrence Lodle, APCO e i
9287 MIDWAY, STE 1A, HH
Durham, CA. 95538 (916) 891-2882

The area along this segment is sparsely populated and moslly forested land. This segment is predicted to experience only
minor population growth in the future as outlined in the Bute County General Plan. The City of Chico General Plan has
dosignated the area south of SR 32 east of Bruce Road to the eastern end of the Chico City limits as a Special Development
Area with higher residential densities at the western boundary and lower density residential zoning progressing eastward to
the area boundary.

As the existing Bulte County General Plan (dated 1979} is becoming outdated, comments as to its impact on this segment of
SR 32 would be inappropriate. Butte Counly is currently in the process of updating their General Plan. When updatsd, further
discussion of its impacts will be addressed when the update is completed.

. ) Transit Services
Butte County Transit (BCT) is a public transit service that

operates Monday through Friday 6:30 am. to 6:30 p.m. with

five peak period buses on three fixed-routes between the

communities of Chico, Paradise, Oroville, Biggs, Gridiey,

Palermo and Durham

Y

CATS is a public transit service that operates a Monday -
i through Friday 6:30 am, to 7:30 p.m. with six fixed route
! system with the Chico city limits.

~ Special Studies
Butte Co. General Pian --1972 (Currently being updated)
_;Bulte County Melropolitan Transportation Plan -- 11/94

§Bulte County Regional Transportation improvement
{ Plan (RTIP) --11/95

gaune County Congestion Management Program
i 1994 Update --June 16, 1984

% _Tratfic. Growth/Yr. 4.25% Land Use  RURAL Peak Period Dir Spii 55%

Fatallties+Injuries
Accident Rate vs
Siatewide Avg

Total Accident Rate
ys Statwide Ava. 54%

Tarrain FLAT Peak Period Truck % 5%
51%
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CALIFORNIA NATURAL DIVERSITIES
DATABASE INFORMATION (CNDDBS)

The following pages identify, by segment, the special status of habitats and
species found within 300 meters of the centerline of the state highway.

Please Note:

This CNDDBS information does not represent all environmental constraints
within a given corridor. A complete assessment of environmental constraints
can only be determined through a detailed environmental study, such as an
Environmental Impact Report or Study.
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State Route 32 NDDB Records
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State Route 32 CNDDB Records

(California Natural Diversity Data Base)
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But 4
% But 5

e Butte 32 Post Miles
/\/ Local Streets
Hwy 32 300 meter buffer

Hamilton Nord Cana Hwy

Meridian Rd

Bell Rd

NDDB Element Occurrences
Western Yellow Billed Cuckoo

W Sacramento Ave

—

3 Miles



L2

] 1 1 I ] I | | ‘ ‘ g [ i |
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State Route 32 CNDDB Records
(California Natural Diversity Data Base)

Route 32 Segments
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Glossary of Terms and Definitions

Additional Traffic
Information

Air Quality Non-
Attainment

Available Right of Way
Information

Concept Facility

Concept LOS:

Functional

Classification

Local and Regional LOS
Standards

Natural Diversities
Information

Present Facility

Project Programming

Various factors and characteristics of the route
pertinent to the traffic forecasting analysis.

Ildentifies non-attainment status for CO, Ozone and
PM1O within the subject air basin.

Briefly describes available right of way
characteristics, i.e., shoulder widths, lane widths,
median widths etc., in metric measurements. More
complete right of way information will be made
available in the coming year.

Highway facility type and characteristics
considered viable with or without improvement
within the 20-year planning period given financial,
environmental, planning and engineering factors.

Highest and best level of service that can be
attained in the 20-year planning penod based on
the Concept Facility.

Guided by federal legislation, Refers to a process
by which streets and highways are grouped into
classes or systems, according to the character of
the service that is provided, i.e., Principal Arerials,
Minor Arterial Roads, Coliector Roads, Local Roads.

Identifies the level of service standards set by local
and regional jurisdictions in general plans and
congestion management programs.

identifies special status of habitats and species
found within 300 meters of centerline of the
existing highway facility.

Highway type and general charactertstlcs at the
time this study.

Process of scheduling high priority capital outlay
projects for development and implementation.
Programming documents include Regional and
Metropolitan Transportation Plans, Regional, State
an Federal Improvement Plans (RTIP, STIP, FTIP,)
etc.
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Route Designations

Traffic Forecasts

Transportation Demand
Management (TDM)

Transportation System
Management (TSM)

Identifies whether or not the subject segment of a
route is designated as being part of a system,
National Highway System (NHS ), Interregional
Highway System (IRRS), Freeway/Expressway
System, Scenic Highway, National Truck Network,
Terminal Access Route for the National Truck
Network, Strategic Highway Network
(STRAHNET), Highways of Regional Significance.

Traffic calculation results for years 1995, 2005,
and 2015 for the segment. Includes Average
Annual Daily Traffic (AADT), Peak Hour Travel
Volumes, Volume to Capacity (V/C)Ratios, and
Levels of Service (LOS). Highway Capacity Manual
methodology. Regional travel demand models are
used where they are available.

“Demand-based” techniques for - reducing

traffic congestion, such as ridesharing programs
and flexible work schedules enabling employees to
commute to and from work outside of peak hours.

(1) A process oriented approach to solving
transportation problems considering both long
and short range implications considering both
short and long-range implications. (2) A services
and operations oriented process in which low
capital, environmentally responsive, efficiency
maximizing improvements are implemented on
existing facilities.
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